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70. 16 and Section 607 of the Administrative Instructions under the PCT). 
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sheets. 



3. This report contains indications relating to the following items: 
Basis of the report 
Priority 

Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 
Lack of unity of invention 

Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 

Certain documents cited 

Certain defects in the international application 

Certain observations on the international application 
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I. Basis of the report 



I. With regard to the elements of the international application:* 
the international application as originally filed 
the description: 

Pages 1-22 

pages — — 



, as originally filed 
, filed with the demand 



, filed with the letter of 



the claims: 

pages 

pages 



1-8 



, as originally filed 

_ , as amended (together with any statement under Article 19 
, filed with the demand 



□ 



, filed with the letter of 



the drawings: 
pages 



pages 



, as originally filed 
, filed with the demand 



I I the sequence listing part of the description: 



. , filed with the letter of 



pages 
pages 



, as originally filed 

_ , filed with the demand 



. , filed with the letter of 



With regard to the language, all the elements marked above were available or furnished to this Authority in the language in which 
the international application was filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. anguage 

TTiese elements were available or furnished to this Authority in the following language which is: 

LJ the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international search (under Rule 23.1(b)). 
1 — | the language of publication of the international application (under Rule 48.3(b)). 

|_| the language of the translation furnished for the purposes of international preliminary examination (under Rule 55.2 and/ 
or 55.3). 

With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application, the international 
preliminary examination was carried out on the basis of the sequence listing- 

□ contained in the international application in written form. 

O filed together with the international application in computer readable form 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority in written form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority in computer readable form. 

Q The statement that the subsequently furnished written sequence listing does not go beyond the disclosure in the 
international application as filed has been furnished. 

O The statement that the information recorded in computer readable form is identical to the written sequence listing has 
been furnished. 



4. 



□ 



Hie amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 

□ the description, pages 

the claims, Nos. 

the drawings, sheets/fig 



5. CZ1 ™ S re P° rt has been established as if (some of) the amendments had not been made, since they have been considered to go 
beyond the disclosure as filed, as indicated in the Supplemental Box (Rule 70.2(c)).** 

* Replacement sheets which have been furnished to the receiving Office in response to an invitation under Article 14 are referred to 
^ndJQT^ 0 ^ ° S ° rigi y f lled " and are not annexed to this report since they do not contain amendments (Rule 70 J 6 

**Any replacement sheet containing such amendments must be referred to under item 1 and annexed to this report. 
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IV. Lack of unity of invention 


1 . In response to the invitation to restrict or pay additional fees the applicant has: 




ZZ restricted the claims. 




EZI paid additional fees. 




EH paid additional fees under protest. 




CZ] neither restricted nor paid additional fees. 




2 15^1 ?!? A u to? ri ty foun £ ma * * he requirement of unity of invention is not complied with and chose, according to Rule 68.L 
z - £>J not to invite the applicant to restrict or pay additional fees. ' 


3. This Authority considers that the requirement of unity of invention in accordance with Rules 13. 1, 13.2 and 13.3 is j 
EZ] complied with. 


K| not complied with for the following reasons: 




See supplemental sheet 




4. Consequently, the following parts of the international application were the subject of international preliminary examination 
in establishing this report: 


ail parts. 




L I the parts relating to claims Nos. 
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Supplemental Box 




(To be used when the space in any of the preceding boxes is not sufficient) 




Continuation of: IV. 



The present International Searching Authority considers 
that the following two subjects are not linked by a 
technical relationship under the terms of PCT Rule 13.2 
and that, as a result, the application does not fulfil 
the requirement of unity of invention set forth in PCT 
Rule 13.1. The reasons are as follows: 



Document Dl is cited in this report: Dl : WO 98/22459. 



In said document, example 1-66 describes a compound 
having Formula I, wherein X=Y=CH, A=Me, B=F, D=C1 and 
E=F. This compound is used as a 5-HTi A agonist. This 
compound has been excluded from claim 1 of the present 
application. 



The only feature in the application that could constitute 
a special technical feature is Formula I. This feature 
is not novel (Dl) . Since it has not been possible to 
identify other features in the present application that 
could constitute special technical features, the present 
application lacks unity. The two subjects are: 

1. Compounds having general formula (I), wherein 
X=Y=CH, and the compositions and uses thereof. 

2. Compounds having general formula (I), wherein 
X=Y=N,CH, except those compounds in which X=Y=CH, 
and the compositions and uses thereof. 



FormPCT/IPEA/409 (Supplemental Box) (January 1994) 



INTERNATIONAL PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION REPORT 



International application No. 
PCT/FR 03/01873 



V * SL a «n" ed S * atem f nt u " der Article 35 ( 2 ) ™ th re gard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 
I citations and explanations supporting such statement y ' 



1. Statement 

Novelty (N) 

Inventive step (IS) 
Industrial applicability (IA) 



Claims 
Claims 

Claims 
Claims 

Claims 
Claims 



1-8 



1-8 



1-8 



YES ■ 
NO 
YES 
NO 

YES 
NO 



I 2. Citations and explanations 

SUBJECT 1 

The present application does not fulfil the requirements 
set forth in PCT Article 33(3) because the subject matter 
of claims 1-8 does not involve an inventive step. 

Reference is made to the following document: 

Dl: WO 98/22459 A (KOEK WOUTER; PF MEDICAMENT (FR) ; 
BONNAUD BERNARD (FR) ; VACHER BERN) 28 May 1998 
(1998-05-28) . 



The closest subject matter is described in document Dl 
(page 79, the table) . Example 1-66 describes a compound 
that falls within the scope of claim 1 of the present 
application. This compound has been excluded from claim 1 
of the present application. Said compound has the same 
activity as the compounds of the present application. 

Compound 1-66 was not tested in document Dl and was only 
tested in the present application. Apparently, the 
activity of said compound is inferior to that of the 
compounds in example 9 (75% versus 100% stimulation, see 
the table on page 21) . 
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The compounds tested in document Dl were compounds 1-62, 
1-65 and 1-55. Said compounds also have high 5-HTi A /D2 
selectivity. 

The present application relates, in particular, to 
compounds having general formula (I), wherein B and E each 
represent a fluorine atom and D represents a chlorine 
atom. Compounds 1-62 and 1-55 also have these features 
but, unlike compound 1-66, have not been tested with 
regard to stimulation in the present application. 

In the present application, the problem addressed by the 
applicant was that of providing compounds with enhanced 
specific activity with respect to 5-HTi A . It is not clear 
that all of the compounds claimed in claim 1 have superior 
activity to the compounds of Dl. For this reason, claims 
1-8 do not involve an inventive step. 

Moreover, it appears that the claim does not include all 
of the essential features. It was necessary to include a 
proviso but said proviso is not a positive feature. It is 
not clear why the activity of compound 1-66 is inferior to 
that of the compounds claimed in claim 1. 



SUBJECT 2 



Claims 1 and 2 describe compounds having general formula 
(I) , wherein 

(a) X or Y is CH and the other is N and they cannot 
be the same; and 

(b) X=Y=N . 



Feature (b) of subject 2 is not supported by the 
description. There are no examples of feature (b) in the 
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present application. It follows that feature (b) of 
subject 2 (claims 1, 2, 4-8) of the present application 
does not fulfil the requirements of PCT Article 6. 



Feature (a) of subject 2 involves an inventive step. In 
the present application, the problem addressed by the 
applicant was that of providing alternative compounds 
having specific activity with respect to 5-HTi A . The 
closest prior art is document Dl, which describes 
compounds in which the piperidin-4-yl group has been 
substituted with a methyl pyridine group. The difference 
between Dl and the present application is that the 
compounds of the present . application have a pyrimidine 
group, whereas the compounds of document Dl have a 
pyridine group. It would not have been obvious for a 
person skilled in the art to replace a pyridine with a . 
pyrimidine and, as a result, feature (a) of subject 2 
involves an inventive step. 
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